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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Clalm(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 5-1 2 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form 
because a multiple dependent claim 3. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claims 
5-12 have not been further treated on the merits. (It is noted that claim 5 should be 
carefully reviewed as to what further structure is being claimed, in that there does not 
appear to be any further distinction to the container apparatus "being a container" for 
operating with an intended use.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vail 
1216022 in view of Xardell 1564658 

The Vail reference discloses 

A container 134 wherein a ring-shaped rim frame 148, 109 (figs 1,3) is provided 
on an opening at the upper end of a tubular main body 134, 
a bottom plate 149, 150 Is fitted onto an opening at the lower end thereof, 
a ring-shaped trunk section frame 143,144 is provided on the outer 
circumferential surface of said tubular main body 134, 
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a plurality of first engaging projections 174, 172, (see figs 2-4) are formed 
integrally with said ring-shaped rim frame 148, 149 in a projecting member at 
prescribed intervals, 

the bottom 149 has with a downwardly extending engaging wall (see fig 3, the 
wall 151, 1 52 of the brace 1 50) is formed integrally with the outer circumferential 
edge of said bottom plate 149) 

The Vail reference discloses all of the recited subject matter as claimed, however 
does not show 1) the bottom plate having a plurality of second engaging projections 
which are formed at prescribed positions integrally with bottom plate, and 2) having the 
device made of plastic. 

The reference to Xardell teaches that a container bottom may be further 
strengthened by a double bottom plate configuration which a peripheral edge wall lip 17, 
13 formed with the bottom plate 15, 16 whereby the device is also attached with bolts 
19 which can be used to secure the container upon a base. 

In light of the knowledge gleaned by the prior art, it would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to modify the bottom of Vail with a double bottom 
peripheral edge lipped bottom with a bolts so as to provide a strong bottom and permit a 
securement of the bottom to a base. 

Regarding issues to the material of the ring-shaped rim frame and bottom plate 
being plastic (instant claim 1), and tubular main body being made of a plastic laminate 
film (instant claim 2), the use of plastic material and plastic laminate film is known for 
advantages in its chemical resistance, lower material costs (than metals), and provides 
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a lighter weight. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to make the device from a plastic material or 
a plastic laminate film so that the device may be cost effective in production, and 
provide a chemical resistance during usage, since it has been held to be within the 
general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the basis of its suitability 
for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 3 and 4 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Machine translation of JP 3289192 made 5/29/2009, 13 pages; 
JP 2005-47628; JP 2005-250102; WO 02/24539, JP 2001240035, Courtright 2078530, 
and McFeathers et al 3169286. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tony G. Soohoo whose telephone number is (571) 272 
1 147. The examiner can normally be reached on 8AM-5PM, Tues-Fri. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Walter Griffin can be reached on 571-272-1 189. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Tony G Soohoo/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1797 



Tony G Soohoo 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1797 



